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of a spirit of obedience. Mr. Churchill1, who understands only
the gospel of force, is quite right in saying that the Irish pro-
blem is different in character from the Indian. He means in effect
that the Irish, having fought their way to their swaraj through vio-
lence, will be well able to maintain it by violence, if need be. India,
on the other hand, if she wins swaraj in reality by non-violence,
must be able to maintain it chiefly by non-violent means. This
Mr. Churchill can hardly believe to be possible unless India
proves her ability by an ocular demonstration of the principle.
Such a demonstration is impossible unless non-violence has per-
meated society so that people in their corporate, i.e., political, life
respond to non-violence, in other words, civil instead of military
authority, as at present, gains predominance.
Swaraj by non-violent means can therefore never mean an
interval of chaos and anarchy. Swaraj by non-violence must be a
progressively peaceful revolution such that the transference of
power from a close corporation to the people's representa-
tives will be as natural as the dropping of a fully ripe fruit from a
well-nurtured tree. I say again that such a thing may be quite
impossible of attainment. But I know that nothing less is the
implication of non-violence. And if the present workers do not
believe in the probability of achieving such comparatively non-
violent atmosphere, they should drop the non-violent programme
and frame another which is wholly different in character. If we
approach our programme with the mental reservation that, after
all, we shall wrest the power from the British by force of arms, then
we are untrue to our profession of non-violence. If we "believe in
our programme, we are bound to believe that the British people
are not unamenable to the force of affection as they are undoubt-
edly amenable to force of arms. For the unbelievers, the Coun-
cils are undoubtedly the school of learning with their heavy pro-
gramme of humiliations spread over a few generations or a rapid
but bloody revolution probably never witnessed before in the
world. I have no desire to take part in such a revolution. I will
not be a willing instrument for promoting it. The choice, in my
opinion, lies between honest non-violence with non-co-operation
as its necessary corollary or reversion to responsive co-operation,
i.e., co-operation cum obstruction.
Young India, 9-3-1922
1 Sir Winston Churchill (1874-1965); British statesman and writer, Secre-
tary of State for War, 1918-21; Prime Minister, 1940-45, 1951-55; was awarded
Nobel Prize for literature in 1953.